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| ‘ The Feminist Standard | 
Grace Hoffman White, Poet and Feminist, who originally gave the Purple, 
| White, and Gold to the National Woman's Party, and Alice Paul, America’s 
peerless Feminist leader, holding the flag which flies at National Headquarters. 
These colors have recently been displayed’ by Woman's Party groups in 
Paris and London in the interest of Equal Rights. 
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No Further Ban on Women Pilots 

OMEN air pilots in England may 

now carry passengers for profit, and 
thereby qualify for the B license, which 
for the last year has been forbidden to 
them, according to news sent to Equa. 
Rieuts by Stella Wolfe Murray, a recent 
visitor at the National Headquarters of 
the Woman’s Party. 


When Sir Sefton Brancker, air vice- 
marshal, was in America recently, it was 
pointed out to him that Great Britain’s 
former acquiesence in the ban could not 
logically be upheld in view of the fact 


that an American woman, Marjorie Stin- 


son, taught no less than 83 Canadian men 
how to fly during the war. This fact has 
since been carefully verified. Both Sir 
Sefton Brancker and Sir Samuel Hoare 
listened with sympathetic consideration to 
the case put forward on behalf of the 
women, and with the support of France, 
Sweden, and Czecho-Slovakia the ban was 
unanimously lifted by the same delegates 


who had been against women pilots hither- 


to. The only stiptlation is that the Medi- 
cal Sub-Commission shall first decide on 
alterations in the medical requirements in 
order to include women. | 


| Health-Giving Laughter 


¢¢T) IG BEN” of the “In the Tideway” 

column of Time and Tide (Eng- 
land) makes the following comment on 
the petition of the Woman Patriot against 
Jessie Dell as United States Civil Service 
Commissioner : 


“T wish we had some society similar to 
the Woman Patriots in America. Read- 
ing (in Equat Ricuts) their petition 
against the appointment of a woman Civil 
Service Commissioner one is reduced to 
health-giving laughter, roars of it. The 
anti-woman woman over here is so rare a 
bird that one meets her only as an indi- 


‘vidual, but America produces her in a 
body which delightfully abuses Bolsheviks 


and Feminists together. It is not quite 
clear what it means by either.” 


Woman Heads Church Union 


BYLES is the first woman to be 

¢ president of the Yorkshire (Eng- 
land) Congregational Union. In her 
presidential address Miss Byles said that 
she had accepted the post because she was 
a woman, and because she thought it time 
that this door was opened to women. The 
emergence of women was, she suggested, 


one of her great grounds for hope for the 
future. 


Feminist Notes 


Women Lawyers Meet 

OMEN judges, attorneys general, 

police court justices, public defend- 
ers, State prosecutors, solicitors in the 
State Department, and in the office of 
Internal Reyenue, State senators, legal 
editors, and just plain lawyers, are attend- 
ing the national convention of the Phi 
Delta Delta Women’s Legal Fraternity 
to be held at “The Grags” in Estes Park, 
Colorado, July 8-13. They come from 
points between Boston.and Los Angeles, 
and Seattle and Miami, to discuss all 
sorts of questions. 


Washington contributed notable women 
learned in legal lore, among them Mabel 
Walker Willebrandt, Assistant Attorney 


_ General of the United States and national 


president of the fraternity; Judge Mary 
O’Toole, of the Municipal Court of the 


District of Columbia; Annabel Matthews, 


an attorney in the office of the Solicitor of 
Internal Revenue; Kathleen Duggan, an 


attorney in the Veteran’s Bureau; and 


Lois Gates Gorman, examiner in the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

Though in reality women have been per- 
mitted to practice law for a short period 
of time, this one fraternity boasts in addi- 
tion to the above mentioned officials, one 


assistant city attorney whose sole duty 
it. is to take care of all land condemna-. 


tion suits, two referees of probate who 
conduct all preliminary hearings prior to 
actual distribution of estates, several 
women presecutors connected with the 
Failure-to-Provide Court in Los Angeles 
whose job it is to prosecute husbands 
when they are in arrears of support for 


_ their families, three-city prosecutors who 


have charge of the prosecution of women 
offenders, three women on inheritance tax 
cases who sit to decide whether certain 
levies under the law are justified; a firm 
of women lawyers who deal exclusively in 
real estate subdivision law, and two wom- 
en public defenders who defend women 
charged with such offenses as kidnapping 
their own children, street walking, and 
other violations of the law, in addition to 
any number of straight practitioners and 
probationers. 

Prominent members of the fraternity 
include Mrs. Edward F. White of Indian- 
aoplis, reporter of the Supreme and Ap- 
pellate Courts of Indiana, and vice-presi- 
dent and chairman of the Division of Law 
Kinforcement of the General Federation 
of Women’s Clubs; Lou Ida Martin, as- 
sistant attorney general of Kansas; Sena- 
tor Reba J. Hurn, of the State of Wash- 
ington; Hope K. Thompson, attorney of 
the Mixed Claims Commission; Anna A. 


O’Neill, assistant solicitor of the State 


Department; Bertha E. Pabst, secretary 
of the Young Women’s Christian Associa- 


Equal Rights 


tions of the United States; and Lyra Tay- 
lor of Wellington, New Zealand, who was 
in Washington as a delegate from her 
country to the International Council of 
Women last spring. 

Judge Edith Atkinson of the Juvenile 
Court of Dade County, Florida; and Lu- 
cile Atcherson, a diplomatic representa- 
tive of the United States Government in 
Berne, Switerland, are also well-known 
members of the fraternity. 


Another Woman Bank Executive 


LSIE LAWSON has been appointed 
assistant cashier of the Farmers’ 


Loan and Trust Company of New York 


City, the first time that a woman has held 
such a position with the company, and one 
of the few cases in which a woman has 
held a titled position with a Wall Street 
bank. There are women executives in sev- 
eral bond and investment houses and 
several conduct women’s departments in 
uptown banks. | 

Mrs. Lawson has been connected with 
the Farmers’ Loan and Trust Company 
for seventeen years, having served in many 


capacities. She has done personnel work, 


and also has held several confidential posi- 


tions. Bank officials say that her duties 


have been so varied that it would be diffi- 
cult to define the work she has been doing 
recently. | 

Other women employes were pleased - 
with her appointment, declaring that it 
disproved the idea held in some quarters 
that a banking career for a woman led 
only to a “blind alley.” 


Teacher-Mothers in New York City 
UCH strong opposition to the proposal 
of the Board of Education of New | 
York City to limit to two the number of 
children a teacher might have arose as 
soon as the newspapers made it public 
that the proposed by-law died promptly. 
Superintendent William J. O’Shea with- 
drew it from the calendar of the board be- 
fore it met. He had proposed that if a 
teacher applies for her third leave of ab- 
sence because of the birth of child, she 
should be discharged. Still, however, the 
expectant mother must apply for two 
years’ leave of absence without pay. | 


A Commercial Woman M. P. 


RS. HILTON PHILIPSON was the 
only woman present at the banquet 
recently given at the International Parlia- 
mentary Commercial Conference in the 
gallery of the House of Lords, England. 
Mrs. Philipson is on the commercial com- 
mittee, and was the one woman delegate 
last year at Milan, when she was put up 
to answer for England on that occasion. — 
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July 10, 


Woman’ S Party Banners Unfurled for Eq ual P olitical 
Rights 1 in En gland 


and demonstration of British 

women, held on the afternoon of 
July 3 in behalf of equal political rights 
for men and women, was assigned to the 
National Woman’s Party, whose marchers 
numbered fifty. They carried the purple, 
white, and gold banners which have fig- 
ured in so many demonstrations for the 
freedom of women in the United States. 
The presence of the Woman’s Party sec- 
tion in the parade marked the first time 
an organization from this country has 
taken part officially in a suffrage cam- 
paign in a foreign country. 

The New York Times of June 27 car- 
ried the following cabled dispatch from 
London: 

“American women signer of the Na- 
tional Woman’s Party will march with 


SPECIAL section in the procession 


English Feminists through the streets of - 


London on Saturday in protest of the dis- 
crimination against women under Eng- 
lish suffrage laws which permit men to 
vote upon reaching the age of 21 while 
women must wait until they are 30 years 
old. 


Carolina, National Secretary of the 
Party, and Lucy Branham, chairman of 
the Inez Milholland Committee of the 
Woman’s Party, arrived in London today 
from Paris as guests of Lady Rhondda 
and Helen Archdale, Feminist editor, to 
organize the American contingent of 
marchers. 

“They have been attending the conven- 
tion of the International Woman’s Suf- 
frage Alliance in Paris. 

“The American Party group in the pa- 
rade will carry a banner with the inscrip- 
tion, “Women in America have the fran- 
chise on equal terms with men, why not in 
England?” 


“Among the prominent members of the 


Woman’s Party who will march are Doris 
Stevens, vice-president of the Party and 
wife of Dudley Field Malone; Burnita 
Shelton Matthews, Anne Martin, Amelia 
Himes Walker, Sheldon Jackson. Betty 
Gram Swing will be the chief marshal of 
the American marchers. 

“Upon arriving in London a) Miss 
Pollitzer said: 

“ ‘The American Feminists who have re- 
ceived so much inspiration and impetus 
from English suffragists are glad to be 
able to give what aid we can to them in 
their demands that English women have 
the vote on equal terms with men. 


“Anita Pollitzer of Charleston, South 


“*Tt is seven years since the first partial 
measure of the franchise was granted to 
women in Great Britain. Over 5,000,000 


adult women in Great Britain still are. 


unenfranchised. We of the Woman’s 
Party, believing in complete equality for 
women, with men, will co-operate with 


women everywhere, whenever in our. 


power, to remove discrimination against 
women until the artificial handicaps and 
barriers which now exist against us are 
removed.’ 

Forty societies took part in the proces- 
sion and mass-meeting which followed in 
Hyde Park. The Women’s Freedom 


League held evening meetings in Hyde 


Park to interest people in the demonstra- 
tion. Among the speakers at their plat- 
form were Mrs. Despard, Mrs. Pethick- 
Lawrence and Mrs. Zangwell. — 

The Woman’s Leader reports that St. 
Joan’s Social and Political Alliance had 


500 marchers; college students marched 


in cap and gown; the National Union of 
Societies for Equal Citienship undertook 
the organization of professional groups. 
They also had representatives of their so- 
ciety from all parts of England. 

The list of speakers from many plat- 
forms included Lady Astor, Dr. Annie 
Besant, Margaret Bondfield, Mrs. Drum- 
mond, Mrs. Eliot-Lynn, Dame Millicent 
Fawcett, Emmeline Pankhurst, Eleanor 
Rathbone, Lady Rhondda, Ellen Wilkin- 
son, Mrs. Wintringham, and many others. 


_ There was a special youth platform, ad- 


dressed solely by speakers under thirty, 
all disfranchised. 

- The New York Herald-Tribune of July 
4 carried the following cabled dispatch 
concerning the procession : 


“For the first time in the bitter history — 


of Feminism here, support came today to 
English women from the United States 
when 2,000 women paraded through the 
West End to Hyde Park to voice their de- 


mands for the immediate enfranchisement 


of all women over twenty-one and under 
thirty, who are now denied the right to 
vote, American Feminist sympathizers 
were in the line. They carried the original 
purple, gold, and white banners of the Na- 


tional Woman’s Party that were carried 


before the White House by picketers ten 
years ago. 


“Fifty American women followed the 
Six Point Group of Viscountess Rhondda, 
heiress of the great British mine owner, 
who has made an unsuccessful fight to ob- 
tain a seat in the House of Lords. Near 
her walked Mrs. Emmeline Pankhurst 
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and the austere figure of Mrs. Despard, 
more than eighty years old, who is a 


‘sister of the late Field Marshal Lord 
French. 


“The American banners were the gayest 


Spot of color in the procession ag it 


marched through Trafalgar Square, where 
its leaders once massed their followers to 
rush the fixed bayonets of British troops 
stationed around the Parliament build- 
ings. 

“Doris Stevens, vice-president of the 
National Woman’s Party, told the crowd 
that gathered near her stand in Hyde 
Park by the old Reformer’s Tree: 


“ “We have come to thank English women. 


for their aid to the early American mili- 
tant movement. More than that, Ameri- 
can women want to see English women 
secure political power, for women the 
world over must help each other to pre- 


vent gains in each country being de- 


stroyed by an international tribunal like 
the League of Nations, in which women 


_ have little voice and which is pressing for 


protective laws for women in industry, 
taking away from them the right to com- 


_ pete for jobs equally with men.’ 


Mrs. Pankhurst, following Miss Stevens 
in her first Feminist speech since her win- 
dow smashing, forcible feeding days, as 
sailed the Government and the labor 
unions for placing restrictions on women 
in industry. 

“Viscountess Rhondda in her talk 
Stressed the necessity of international co- 
operation among Feminists. She and her 
Six Point Group withdrew from the re- 
cent International Suffrage Congress in 
Paris as a protest against its refusal to 
admit the National Woman’s Party, which 
action was taken at the behest of Mrs. 
Carrie Chapman Catt and the National 
League of Women Voters. 

_ “The paraders started to gather early 
in the day along the Thames Embank- 
ment. The younger ones carried sand- 


wiches and thermos bottles, while along © 


the march the Red Cross had established 


stations to aid any who might be unable 


to stand the strain of the long walk in 
the hot sun. — 
“Besides Miss Stevens other Americans 
who took part in the march were: 
“Dorothy Russell of New York, Anita 
Pollitzer of South Carolina, secretary of 


_ the National Woman’s Party; Anne Mar- 


tin of Nevada and Alice Park of Cali- 
fornia, Ruth Hudnut and Lucy Branham 
of Maryland.” 
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OBJECT OF THE WOMAN'S PARTY 


‘women. 


THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 
throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 21. 
House Joint Resolution Number 75. 


introduced in the Senate, December 10, 1928, 
by Senator B. Currwis. 
Iatroduced in the House Representatives, 
December 18, 1923 
by D. BR. ANTHONY. 


Florence B. Whitehouse, Me. 


Equal Rights 
Business Women and Equal Rights 


CONOMICALLY independent women meeting in Des Moines on next 

Tuesday for the convention of the National Federation of Business and 
Professional Women’s Clubs will be asked lby scores of their own members to 
go on record favoring Equal Rights between men and women in every aspect 
of life, and to endorse the Equal Rights Amendment to the United States 
Constitution proposed by the National Woman’s Party. | 


To the writer of this editorial, one of the thousands of professional women 


members of the National Woman’s Party, it seems incredible that this group of 


Congressional Chairman, Maud Younger, Cal. bis “Giles 


women, all of whom have faced the handicaps which obstruct the progress of 
the independent woman because of the existing legal and economic discrimina- 
tions against women, should have to be urged to support Equal Rights in 
the year 1926. 

. These women have had their earning power sharply limited, their oppor- 
tunities for appointment and promotion narrowed, their very living denied at 
times, for the sole reason that they are women. They have overcome these 
difficulties as individuals. They have united themselves in a great national 
organization to promote, their interests as business and professional women. 

Yet this organization, to every member of which Equal Rights is a vital 
problem every day, has not only missed the opportunity to lead the way in 
demanding Equal Rights, but has up to the present even failed to give its 
national endorsement to the principle and to the — embodiment + the 
principle of Equal Rights. 

Concern with the personal problem of success against odds has, strangely 
enough, not led to the obvious conclusion that the united force of economically 
independent women could clear the way for women of the future, so that 
opportunity, advancement, and compensation would not in any sense be 
a matter of sex, but solely of individual ability, experience, and fitness. 
Organized business and professional women have not yet decided that they 
should remove from the path of other women the obstacles which they have 


individually overcome. 


A woman trained and experienced in her nrotening recently wrote to me: 


won’t admit. ‘that Pm ‘sold’ on ‘Equal Rights, in ‘ee 
forward to my own future, I wish a thousand times a month that 
I were:'a*man with opportunities open to me which are closed now 
because of my sex. Of course, you know all the things I am feeling, 
80 there’s no need of going into them.” 


To her and to all other women who have even once in a lifetime wished 
they were men ‘because of the discriminations they face in their business and 
professional careers, the business, professional, and industrial women of 
the National Woman’s Party say: 


“Quit wasting energy in idly wishing the impossible, and direct that 
energy for the benefit of all women in unceasing work for the possible— 
the achievement of Equal Rights. Put your united energies to the task 
of making it unnecessary for women to dissipate their energies in over- 
coming separately and alone handicaps which men do not face in the 
economic world. 

“Until the way in the professions, in aiaatiey in business, is as 
open for all women as it is for all men, dissipate none of your energies 

upon extraneous matters, but concentrate all the force of united effort 
and combined talents upon solving the most vital and ever-present 
problem of the independent woman—the problem of wiping out all 
discriminations against women in law, in custom, in the practice of any 
method of earning a livelihood.” 


The National Federation of Business and Professional Women’s Clubs — 
will consider in Des Moines such subjects as Child Labor, the World 
Court, and other matters, which, while of interest to all persons, are merely 
academic problems for business and professional women as long as men and 
women have not Equal Rights. We of the National Woman’s Party who are 


also of the fraternity of economically independent women call upon you to 
use your organization of business and professional women to work for that 
end which will be of greatest benefit to women who are earning their own 
livings—the immediate attainment of Equal Rights. , 


| 

| 

| | 

| 

Edith Houghton Hooker, ‘ Editor 

Dora G. Ogle, ‘ ‘ . Business Manager 

7 Nina B. Allender 
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Equality the Paris 


an’s Party group which attended the 
Tenth Congress of the International 
Woman Suffrage Alliance, recently held 
in Paris, was the support of other groups 
believing in complete economic equality 
for women, and in securing the passage 
by the Congress of the industrial equality 
resolutions sponsored by the British 
women’s organizations. 

To that end Woman’s Party members 
conducted an active lobby of all delegates 
to the Congress in support of Equal Rights 
for women in industry. 

The room was crowded for the commit- 
tee meeting on Like Conditions of Work 
for Men and Women, which commenced 
at two o’clock and continued until five 
o’clock. An adjournment until six o’clock 
was taken and spirited discussion by both 
sides continued until seven-thirty. A very 
keen and lively interest in Equal Rights 
for women in industry was shown by the 
delegates. 

In the absence of Julie Arenholt of 
Denmark, who was chairman of the com- 
mittee, Helen Fraser of England was ap- 
pointed acting chairman and presided. 

The chairman’s report was adopted by 
the committee, and without much dis- 
cussion it was voted that the following 
resolutions, 1, 2 and 3, which had been 
adopted at the Rome Congress in 1923, 
should be reaffirmed : 


+ HE paramount object of the Wom- 


“J, That education for professions and 
trades should be equally available for 
women and men. 

«2, ~That all professions and all posts 
in the Civil Service in all its functions, 
administrative, judicial, and executive, 
-ghould be open to women as to men, and 
that advancement to all higher posts 
should be equally open for both sexes. 

“3. That women should receive the 
same pay as men for the same work, and 
that the only interpretation of the ex- 
pression, ‘Equal Pay for Equal Work,’ 
which is acceptable to the Alliance, is 
that men and women shall be paid at the 
same rate, whether this be computed by 
time or by piece, in the same occupation 
or grade.” 


Resolution No. 4, as adopted at the 
Rome Congress, was read to the commit- 
tee. It follows: 


“4. That the right to work of all 
- women be recognized, and no obstacle 
placed in the way of married women who 
desire to work; that no special regula- 
tions for women’s work, different from 
regulations for men, should be imposed 
contrary to the wishes of the women con- 
cerned (italics mine) ; that laws relative 


By Jane Norman Smith 


Editor’s Note: Mrs. Smith is New York State 
Chairman of the National Woman’s Party and at- 
tended the Paris Convention as one of the Woman’s 
Party representatives. 


to women as mothers should be so framed 
as not to handicap them in their economic 
position, and that all future labor regula- 
tions should tend towards equality for 
men and women.” 


Amendments to Resolution 4 were then 


offered by members of the committee as 
follows : 


“That the right to work of all women 
be recognized; and 

“a. That no obstacle shall be placed 
in the way of married women who desire 
to enter and to continue in paid work. 


“bh. That laws relative to women as 


mothers should be so framed as not to 
handicap them in their economic position. 


“ce, That no special regulations for 
women’s work different from regulations 


_ for men should be imposed on women; 


and that the only policy which, while con- 
sonant with the present trend of labor 
legislation both permits of the fullest de- 
velopment of the welfare of all workers 
and safeguards their individual liberty 
and responsibility, is that of basing all 
labor regulations or restrictions upon the 
nature of the work and not upon the sex 
of the worker.” 


Sections a and 6b were adopted by the 
committee without difficulty, the whole 
controversy settling on c. The discussion 
on ¢ was very vigorous, both for protec- 


tion and for equality, but any one who 


listened to the speeches made by Chrystal 
MacMillan, Mrs. Pethick-Lawrence and 
Miss Munroe of Great Britain; the 
Greek delegate, Madame Svolos, and 
Gabrielle Duchene of France, in favor 
of Equal Rights for women in indus- 
try, must have been impressed with the 
driving power and force of the advocates 


of equality. Some of the French delegates 


spoke for protection, among them Madame 
Brunschvick, president of the French Suf- 
frage Association. Miss Maher of the 
League of Women Voters of the United 
States was the official spokesman for the 


League at this meeting. She said that the 


United States is opposed to Equal Rights 
for women in industry, without definitely 
limiting the opposition to the League or 
“to those of us present,” or by any other 
limiting phrase. She gave the impression 
that as a whole the United States favors 
special protective laws applying to women, 
but not to men. 


Amendment c was passed by a vote of 
70 for and 38 against. 

The rest of the chairman’s report, which 
follows, was passed later by the commit- 


tee at the end of the session, the vote being _ 


quickly taken, as every one was eager to 
attend a reception at the Hotel Lutetia 
that night. These additional resolutions 
read: 


“5. This Congress believing that lia- 


bility to many forms of industrial disease 


is an individual and not a sex liability 
calls upon the International Labour Office 
of the League of Nations: 


“a. To undertake a scientific study 
of the principal industrial diseases with 
a view to recommending such measures 
as shall safeguard all workers irre- 
spective of sex, and such special regula- 
tions as shall, if necessary, eliminate 
those individuals, male or female, who 
are found to be specially prone to any 
particular industrial disease. 


— “b. To use all its influence to induce 
the Government members of the League 
of Nations to conform to Article 3 of 
the League Convention creating the In- 
ternational Labour Organization, which 
concerns the participation of women in 
the national delegations sent to the In- 
ternational Labour Office conferences. 


“6. That this Congress urges that leg- 
islation with regard to pregnancy and 
maternity should be on the lines not of 
forbidding women to select and continue 
in their own work, but of providing for 
them such economic and physical condi- 
tions as should make it possible for them 
to give birth to their children in the most 
favorable conditions. 


Congress holds that all regu- 
lations and restrictions which aim at the 
true protection of the worker must be 
based not upon sex, but on the nature of 
the occupation, and that any international 


system of differential legislation, based on — 


sex, in spite of any temporary advantage, 
must develop into an, intolerable tyranny 
and result in the segregation of women 
workers and the imposition of fresh handi- 
caps on their capacity as wage-earners. 


“8. The Congress therefore condemns: 


“a. The conventions and _ recom- 
mendations prohibiting the night work 
of women in industry (Washington, 
1919) and agriculture (Geneva, 1921) ; 
but would welcome conventions seeking 
to minimize night work for men and 
women equally. 

“bh. The convention concerning the 
use of white lead in painting (Geneva, 
1921) in that after restricting certain 
uses of white lead in painting for all 
workers it proceeds in Article II prac- 


tically to exclude women from the paint- 
ing industry. 
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“ec, The recommendation concerning 


the protection of women against lead 
poisoning (Washington, 1919); and 
calls attention to the fact that this form 
of poisoning affects disastrously both 
sexes, may cause abortion and still- 
births, or be transmitted in various 
forms to offspring, whether the male 
parent or female parent is the poisoned 
person. 


“This Congress therefore demands that 
regulations safeguarding the worker 
against lead poisoning should apply to 
men and women equally.” 


Resolution No. 6 was passed by the 
committee by a vote of 20 in favor and 10 
against, the voting group having dwindled 
as the hour grew late. The League of 
Women Voters opposed in the committee 
this resolution as well as Resolution No.7, 
which was backed by the National Union 
of Societies for Equal Citizenship of Great 
Britain (the largest, oldest, and most con- 


servative of British Feminist groups) and 


the British Auxiliary of the International 
Woman Suffrage Alliance. | | 
When the above resolutions were re- 
ported by the Committee for Like Condi- 
tions of Work for Men and Women to the 
Congress for action, all were passed with 
exception of Resolutions 4-c and 7. Reso- 
lution No. 7 was referred back to the com- 
mittee and a compromise was made by 


which the word “may” was substituted. 


for the word “must” before the words “de- 
velop into an intolerable tyranny.” The 
resolution then came before the Congress 
and was passed in amended form. — 

The debate on Resolution 4-c on the floor 
of the Alliance seemed to the on-looker 
to lack the snap and force that had been 
characteristic of the committee discussion. 
There seemed a greater advocacy of pro- 
tection by some of the French and German 
delegates. The appeal, as far as one not 
always able to understand the points made 
in a foreign language could judge, was 
based on the home and mother instinct 
and “the weakness of women.” This reso- 
lution, No..7, was voted upon by the Con- 


gress and lost by a vote of 78 for and 82 


against. The vote was so close that a re- 
count was demanded by Miss Fraser. A 
second vote was taken, those for the reso- 
lution passing through the door on the 
right of the rostrum to be counted, and 
those against passing through the door on 
the left. This time the vote was 78 for 
and 91 against, the resolution for Equal 
Rights being lost by 13 votes. | 


After this vote the large delegation 


from Switzerland told the Congress that 
they had voted against the resolution un- 
der a misapprehension and moved for re- 
consideration. The motion was _ tech- 
nically not in order and reconsideration 


had to be postponed, in consequence, until 


the next Congress. 

The Paris edition of the New York 
Herald of June 3 quoted Belle Sher- 
win, president of the League of Women 
Voters of the United States, as declaring 
“T am glad that the Congress affirmed its 
belief in special legislation for women in 
industry.” When this statement was 


called to the attention of Helen Fraser, 


the acting chairman of the Committee 
for Like Conditions of Work for Men and 
Women, she gave to the Woman’s Party 
the following statement denying Miss 
Sherwin’s interpretation of the action 
taken by the Congress: 


“The Paris Congress on the main in- 


dustrial issue has reaffirmed the position 
that it took at Rome, and said again that 
there should be no special regulations for 


women in industry unless the women con- 


cerned desire these restrictions. 
“In my opinion, this means that there 


- maust be a real substantial majority of all 


of the women concerned in industries leg- 
islated for in favor of such restrictions 
before they can be justly or fairly im- 
posed. 

“Qn the international issue the Con- 
gress made a distinct step forward in the 


direction of the equality in industry de- 


sired by the women of many countries. 
For the first time it dealt with the issue 
of the imposition of international stand- 


ards on the women workers of the world... 


The Congress there stated that any system 
of differential legislation based on sex 
may become a very real tyranny and lead 
to the segregation of women workers and 
the imposition of fresh handicaps on their 
economic position. It urged the countries 
in the Alliance to subject all such pro- 
posals to careful and detailed scrutiny, 
with a view to immediate and effective 
action when necessary. | | 

“This, in my opinion, strengthens very 
greatly the value of protests against un- 
equal conventions made by the women of 


all the countries in the League of Nations, 


whose governments may introduce meas- 
ures to enforce the International Labour 
Office Conventions. These measures, if ac- 


cepted by the countries, are binding for 


ten years, and women who desire indus- 
trial equality and are convinced that in- 
dustrial equality in its own field is as 
sound as political and professional equal- 
ity for women, which in enlightened coun- 
tries they already possess, regard such an 
imposition for so long a period, in the 
light of the rapid progress we are making 


in securing good conditions and in the > 


scientific equipment of industry, as un- 
doubtedly calculated to block real prog- 
ress and as inimical to the freedom and 
rights of enfranchised women. 

“A more drastic resolution eliminating 
all special regulations for women in in- 
dustry was defeated by only thirteen 


Equal Rights 


votes. After this vote one large delega- 
tion—the one from Switzerland—told the 
Congress that they had voted against it 
under a misapprehension and moved for 
reconsideration. The motion was tech- 
nically not in order and reconsideration 
had to be postponed, in consequence, until 
the next Congress. | 
“(Signed) FRasnr, 
“Acting Chairman of the Committee on 
Like Conditions of Work for Men and 
Women, Tenth Congress, Interna- 
tional Woman Suffrage Alliance. 
“Paris, June 7, 1926.” 


In spite of the reaffirmation by the Con- 
gress of its Rome resolution with regard 
to protective legislation for women in in- 
dustry, many of the delegates who favored 
a stronger resolution on industrial equal- 
ity were dissatisfied with the action taken 
by the Congress and apprehensive with re- 
gard to the conventions and recommenda- 
tions emanating from the International 
Labour Office of the League of Nations 
which seek to impose disabilities upon 
women through prohibitions and restric- 
tions under the guise of “protection.” 
These delegates called a meeting of the 
delegates and representatives from all 
countries “who have a common devotion 
and a common purpose regarding Equal 
Rights for women in industry.” The out- 
come of the meetings of this international. 
committee of women was the formation 


_ of the “Open Door Council,” on which the 


Woman’s Party has two representatives, 
The object of the Council is “To secure 
that women shall be free to work and pro- 
tected as workers on the same terms as 
men, and that legislation and regulations 
dealing with conditions and hours, entry 
and training, shall be based upon the na- 
ture of the work and not upon the sex 
of the worker. | : 


“And to secure for women, irrespective 
of marriage or childbirth, the right at a]l_ 
times to decide whether or not they shall 
engage in paid work, and to insure that 
no legislation or regulations shall deprive 
them of this right.” 

So, while the Congress did not adyance 
much further towards equal industrial 
rights than it did at Rome three years 
ago, in spite of its own Commission’s ad- 
vice, to quote the June 11 issue of Time 
and Tide, its decisions “have given im- 
petus to the new Feminist revival which 
for some while now has shown signs of 
life. All over the world today there is 
taking place a regrouping of Feminists, a 
revival of faith in the gospel of Feminism, 
a tendency for Feminists who believe in 
action rather than words to foregather, to 
keep in close touch, to press forward more 
quickly, to refuse to be dominated by the 
social reformers, * * * ag reaction in 
favor of going ahead more swiftly.” 
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~ Welcome Home to Paris Delegates 


gathered in the beautiful garden of 


G satire hundred women and men 
National Headquarters of the Wom- 


_an’s Party in Washington on June 30 to 


hear the story of the momentous events at 
the Paris Congress, told by those who, ac- 


cording to Edith Houghton Hooker, chair- 


man of the National Council, made his- 
tory in Paris that first week in June. 


Mrs. Hooker presided, and first intro- 
duced Florence Bayard Hilles of Dela- 
ware, who told, in her witty and pung- 
ent manner, the simple story of the 
National Woman’s Party’s purpose in go- 
ing to Paris, of how the Congress was 
managed, of the lack of publicity given 
the congress by organizations other than 
the National Woman’s Party, and of the 
Woman’s Party’s efforts, through Anita 
Pollitzer, national secretary, to give ade- 
quate information to the newspapers on 


the purpose and meaning of the inter- 


national woman movement. 


Jessie Dell spoke of the inspiration 
growing out of the fact that all the 
women there, from 42 countries, were 
gathered because of their interest in the 
advancement of women. With character- 
istic tolerance, she spoke of the excellent 


_ work being done for women {by those op- 


posed to the National Woman’s Party as 
well as those who stood by it throughout. 

Miss Dell pointed to two outstanding 
results of the Paris meting: 


1. Lifting up the question of Equal 


Rights for women before the eyes of the 


world. 
2. Bringing about a closer: co-opera- 


Protective IFFERENTIAL 
Legislation for labor legisla- 
Women tion for women is a 
By C ‘or subject on which 


Mra. 
in the land have long been 


problem today — 


thanks to the vigor- 

oe ous hostility shown 
by the Equal Rights 
Party to every form 


of sex differentia- 
tion in industrial as in political life—is 
being warmly debated in the United 
States. Dr. J. A. Ryan is a strong pro- 
tagonist of labor laws, regulating and re- 
stricting women’s industrial sphere, and 
speaking generally, his attitude is that of 
the National Catholic Welfare Council as 
a whole. The Rev. R. A. McGowan dis- 
cusses the whole question very temper- 
ately in a recent pamphlet on “Women 


tion between women of all nations who 
seek equal economic rights for women 
as well as Equal Rights in all fields. 
“The cause of Equal Rights won a vic- 
tory in Paris such as I had never dreamed 
was possible at this stage in our move- 
ment,” Miss Dell said. “It is seen today 
by the women of the world as the question 
which presses next for an answer. But 
more important than this is the impetus 
that has been given to the women who 
desire Equal Rights in this economic field 
to organize internationally for action. 


¢¢T“OLLOWING the exclusion of the 
National Woman’s Party from the 
International Suffrage Alliance and the 


consequent withdrawal of Lady Rhondda’s 


English group, women from every coun- 
try in sympathy with our position met 


together and discussed the formation of | 


an International Feminist Committee for 
action. While the women of the Alliance 
talked about many social problems, the 
concern equally of men and women, this 


little group discussed possible methods of 


securing for all women control over their 


own lives and equal control of the govern- 


ment of the world. 


“The Woman’s Party will no longer ap- 
pear alone before international bodies as 


it-- did before~ the Inter-Parliamentary 


Union in support of the Equal Rights 
program, but in company with women 


from many other nations will press the 


claims of women. 
“The impetus given the subject of Equal 


Rights by the discussion in Paris carried 


Press Comment 


and Industry,” issued by the N. C. W. C., 


but asserts quite definitely his conviction 
that though protective laws do indeed 
handicap some women, millions are helped 
by them. “The law,” he states, “gives 
them their start towards personal eman- 
cipation and towards satisfactorily safe- 


guarding their whole future health and 


happiness.” 


St. Joan’s Alliance has more than once 
made its position clear in this matter. We 


stand definitely for equality in industrial 
legislation as between men and women, 
and this attitude was emphasized in the 


resolution against “protective” legislation 


passed at our annual meeting in March 
last. The problem, however, is by no 


_ means a simple one, and is not rendered 


any less complicated by some of the argu- 
ments advanced by our opponents. Thus 
a restatement of our reasons for our atti- 
tude may be helpful to some of our mem- 
bers. * * 


it not only around the world but far 
ahead in point of time toward its solu- 
tion. The Feminists of the world now 
stand revealed and in close co-operation 
will, I believe, carry this new fight for 
human liberty ahead.” 


ABEL VEDNON, who made a bril- 
liant speech before the Paris conven- 
tion, told in detail of the events of the 
Paris expedition. Mrs. Isaac Dixon of 
Maryland, and Margaret Hallet of Dela- 
ware gave interesting and amusing side- 
lights on the convention. | 

Following the speaking refreshments 
were served in the garden under a com- 
mittee composed of Mary McCarty, Mary 
Morris Lockwood, Mrs. Wymond Brad- 
bury, Mrs. J. N. Steed, Mrs. George Pfas- 
ter, and Sue White. The hostesses were 
Lucy Shaw, Mrs. Harvey Wiley, Anabel 
Ruth, Mrs. Morris J. Pierce, Mrs. C. F. 
Rhodes, Maud Younger, Mary Church 
Terrell, Mrs. M. D. Dixon, Mrs. Andrew 
Stewart, Sara Grogan, Fanny Wolfsohn, 


_ Grace Osgood, Laura Berrien, Mrs. Legare 


O’Bare, Aline Solomons, Clara Epperson, 
Lyda Brainerd, Mary Louise Ogle, Susan 
Fasciana, Dora Bailey, and Helen S. Rap- 
ley. The committee serving the refresh- 
ments consisted of Mabel E. Law, Hetty 
Hobson, Pauline Hobson, Susan Fasciana, 
Theresa Mancini, Clara Epperson, Mary 
Louise Ogle, Lydia Brainerd. 

Mrs. Hooker, in presiding, paid a trib- 


ute to the work of Mary Gertrude Fen- 


dall, member of the National Council of 
the National Woman’s Party, in organ- 
izing the delegation. 


In the first place an “equality” attitude 


is not in any way incompatible with ap- 


proval, for instance, of widows’ pensions, 
which are granted, not for the widows, 
but for the express benefit of the children 
of the deceased father; neither does it 
mean opposition to any scheme of mater- 
nity benefit, which is merely one form of 
sick insurance to which men and women 
alike contribute. But it does mean that 
in all matters concerning wages, hours of 
labor, industrial conditions and factory 
legislation generally, the woman worker, 
in our opinion, should fight the battle 
side by side with the man, agitating for 
healthy conditions for both, rather than. 
claiming special consideration for herself 
on, the score of sex disabilities. If night 
work is deleterious to the health of 
women, so it is to the health of men, and 
it should be tolerated only where it is an 
unavoidable necessity and should always 
be accompanied by some counteracting ad- 
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vantages. If lead-poisoning be injurious 
to a woman’s health, so it must be to a 


man’s, and both alike require safeguard- 


ing regulations. Admitting that where 
industrial conditions are shockingly bad, 
it is desirable that women at least should 
be excluded from them, their exclusion at 
best is only an inadequate palliative. The 
aim of a national democratic policy should 
surely be good industrial conditions for 
all workers alike, and the granting of sec- 
tional advantages acts often as a hin- 
drance to general progress. Moreover, 
when these apparent advantages are based 
on sex, they do tend to exclude women 
from the labor market, and, frankly, that 
is precisely why some people are so ex- 
ceedingly keen on them. 

But to many of us the question is not 
one of mere practical utility; it lies at 
the basis of our whole Feminist faith. 
We do not believe in sex rivalry any more 
than we believe in sex domination. We 
believe that men and women are intended 
mutually to help and benefit one another, 
and that this law should prevail in the 
industrial no less than in the domestic 
sphere, whereas sex differentiation in 
laws is bound to react unfavorably on sex 
relations. Father McGowan, in his 
pamphlet, entirely ignores this point of 
view, and it is scarcely fair to use, as he 


‘does, the quotations given—with which 


Two Million 


Treasurers Report 
EDITH AINGE, Treasurer 
NETTIE TRAIL: C. P. A., Auditor. 


ECEIPTS collected by National Head- 
quarters, December 7, 1912, to May 


15, 1926, $1,342,627.62. 


Contributions, membership receipts and 
other receipts, May 15 to 25, 1926: 


Mrs. Lawrence Lewis, Pa... $50.00 
Mrs. K. Prall-Bird, N. Y.... ae 10.00 
Per Michigan State Branch : 

(Michigan Branch retaining one-half) 


Mrs. Emma Halley Black.... ; .50 
Mrs. John Karmazin... ‘ .50 
Mrs. James O’Halloran..... .50 
Mrs. Charles J. Schmidt dense .50 
Mrs. Charlotte Donaldson......... eg .50 
Mrs. Joseph Hershey.. 50 
Miss Ellen Martin.. .50 
Mrs. Charles E. Lakin... 50 
Mrs. J. D. Merner .50 
Mrs. Margaret Tireman 50 
Mrs. Harold A. Tireman .50 
Mrs. Helen V. Hanson, Calif 1.00 
Miss Louise Hanson 1.00 


Per Pennsylvania Branch : 
(Pennsylvania Branch retaining one-half) 


Miss Charlotte F. Jones 5.00 
Mrs. Frances C. Day.... .50 
Mrs. Pauline M. Mitchell ; iain .50 
Mrs. Jessie L. Collet 2.50 
Mrs. Carrie Hulse .50 
Mrs. Clara G. Force.......... .50 
Mrs. Bessie Kind ike .50 
Mrs. K. G. Halligan rs 5.00 
Mrs. Mary W. Page Grammet..... 5.00 
Mrs. Ruth Grove...... ‘ ilies .50 
Miss Ella Riegel.............. sla 5.00 
Mrs. William M. Barnes.... 5.00 
Mrs. Virginia W. Douglas .50 
Mrs. Lawrence Lewis RATS 5.00 
Mrs. James D. Winsor.... j 2.50 


we are all in agreement—from the Rerum 


Novarum concerning “poor and necessi- 
ing 


tous wage-earners,” as an argument for 


differential sex legislation. It is a well- 
recognized fact that in Pope Leo’s great 
Labor Encyclical there is very little direct 
reference to women’s work in mill or fac- 
tory. He was still able to envisage, forty 
years ago, a state of society in which 
women would only be employed in home 
work, a condition which no one contem- 
plates today as either possible or desir- 
able. 


And lastly, should preferential legisla- 
tion for any reason be necessary for 
women in any department of industry, 
surely the women workers themselves 
should be the first to be consulted about 
it. And that is precisely what our present 
restricted franchise renders impossible. 
For the injustice is not only that some 
five million individual women cannot vote, 


who would vote were they men, but that 


roughly speaking almost the whole indus- 
trial womanhood of the country is dis- 
franchised, i. e., every factory worker and 
mill hand under thirty and every unmar- 
ried worker of any age who continues to 
live at home or to occupy a furnished 


room. Until this injustice is remedied—a_ 


class injustice as well as a-sex injustice, 
for it is a comparatively easy matter for 


Mrs. Eleanor Neilson Fisher | 


Mrs. Reba Gomborov Commers... 
Miss Martha Smith .50 
Miss Annie Smith ; 
Miss Katherine Newman 
Mrs, H. F. Hall ; sik .50 

Mrs. Annie W. Mahood 

Miss Ida Neal 

Mrs. Maria B. Runk .50 

Miss Mary A. Burnham 5.00 

Mrs. Mary C. Clothier : .50 

Mrs. Malvina Beyer... .50 

Mrs. Pierre S. DuPont : 5.00 

Miss Caroline Katzenstein si .50 

Dr. Susan B. Parks .50 

Mrs. Mary Hallock Greenewalt .00 

Miss Elizabeth Price . .50 

Dr. Ruth Webster Lathrop ; .50 

Mrs. Frances C. Lathrop .50 

Prof. Isabelle Bronk .50 

Mrs. Mary Carroll Dowell .50 

Mrs. George D. McCreary 

Mrs. G. Stradling.... 5.00 

Mrs. Charles G. Klauder.. 5.00 

Miss Ida Gibb | .50 

Mrs. T. C. Mirkill .50 

Mrs. Marion Kirlin 7.50 
Mrs. Oliver H. P. Belmont, N. Y.... an ; 145.00 
Mrs. Jessie Collet, Pa.... 10.00 
Mr. Gordon Mendelsohn, Mich 125.00 
Mrs. Rosetta M. Pierce, D. C 2.00 
Mrs. Annie C. Field, Calif 1.00 
Mrs. Horton, Calif 1.00 
Miss Harriet T. Rice, Calif 1.00 
Miss Kathryn H. Shenk, D. 2.00. 
Miss Mary G. Marshall, 'D. 1.00 
Mrs. Tracy Edson, N. Y . 3.30 
Miss Hsther B. McLaughlin, | 1.00 
Per California Branch: 

(California Branch retaining one-half) 

Mrs. Elizabeth Kent 7 5.00 

Mrs. C. B. Allen 5.00 

Mrs. W. C. Sheffer.... 5.50 

Mrs. Kinkead 5.00 

Miss Helen Margaret Bergoma : .50 
Mrs. Elmadine Thompson, N. Dak.................... 1.00 
Per District of Columbia Branch: 

(D. C. Branch retaining 

Miss Katherine Southerland ORES 5.00 
Mrs. Irene D. McCoy, N. Y. 10.00 
Per Minnesota Branch: 

(Minnesota Branch retaining one-half) 

Miss Lily Ginsberg .50 
Mrs. H. O. Havemeyer, N. Y ai 200.00 
Mrs. James D. Winsor, 
Mrs. Ruby Lee Minar, D. C.... > 25.00 
Miss Emma Louise Harrison, 10.00 
Collection at Baltimore Conference 11.25 


Rent of rooms at Headquarters... . 122.00 


Equal Rights 


the unmarried well-to-do woman to get 


_ upon the register—and until the woman 
worker, from the age of twenty-one, is free 


to vote for or against those who now regu- 
late her labor without her consent, until, 
in short, her rights and her desires have 
to be taken into account by parliamentary 
candidates, so long shall we continue to 
oppose any restrictions on women’s indus- 
trial freedom, on however specious a plea 
they may be advanced. | 


ERE’S some- 
thing you’d 


Prize Winners 


The News, | robably never 
Washington, D. C., : ess in an 
June 26, 1926. 


with the militant 
National Woman’s 
Party. There’s a charming old-fashioned 
garden at the rear of Woman’s Party 
headquarters, 25 First Street N. E. It has 


fine old trees, a rose garden planted in 


memory of Clara Barton, a rose bush of 
the first variety propagated in America, 
wild roses, climbing roses, rambler roses; 
beds of old-fashioned flowers, foxglove, 
yellow coreopsis, purple 
hollyhocks. 

But what we started out to say was 
that the Woman’s Party won two local 
prizes for flowers from their garden, one ~ 
at the iris show and the other at the 
horticultural show. 


ar F 


Telephone 6.00 
Ketund for: telegram .67 
. Rieuts subscription.. 2.00 
Sale of ‘‘Jailed for Freedom” 4.28 
Sale of prison pin...... 8.72 
Sale of 50-50 button : sedeken 12.00 
Sale of literature .38 
Sale of leaflet, “19138- 1.76 
Refund 
Total Receipts May 15 to 25, 1926... $976.10 
Total Receipts December 7, 1912, to ey 
$1,343,603.72 


In the issue of i 
e e of June otal receipts were listed 
as $1,335,627. 2 instead of $1,342, 627.62. 


_ KANSAS ANS S JOURNAL 
Published Z Interest of Women, 
Children and Home. 


By—LILLA DAY MONROE 
$1.00 a Year 
“Join Our Journal Family Now”’ Adv. 


THE EMBLEM OF THE N. W. P. 
| (A Beautiful Pin) 
IS NOW READY PRICE 25c 
Address Orders to 
EstHer B. McLAuGHLINn 
d1 East 53rd St. New York City 


Please accompany your orders with 
remittance. 


DAY PRINTING COMPANY 


Printers 
LIGHT AND LOMBARD STREETS 
Entrance on Balderston Street 
BALTIMORE 
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